W Historic site: Discovery confirms 
importance of area, archaeologist says. 
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UNION — The unearthing this week of fragments of 
Union Fort’s original stone wall is being called a “sig- 
nificant find” and one more reason to protect the his- 
toric site from commercial development. 

“There is nothing else like it in the valley,” said 
Steve Madsen, a historian who has been battling a 
planned expansion of the Family Center at Fort Union 
into what is left of the pioneer-era Union Fort. 
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Dale Berge shows fragments of old Union Fort’s wall in an excavation near the Jehu Cox home. 


Excavation turns up part of Union Fort wall 


He said efforts are under way to place the wall and 
the nearby Jehu Cox home on the National Register of 
Historic Sites. 

Brigham Young University archaeology professor 
Dale. Berge, who directed the excavation, said that 
while the discovery was not unexpected, it confirms 
the historic importance of the area. 

“There are no remains of fort walls like this any- 
more in the Salt Lake Valley,” Berge said. “It seems to 


me that, little by little, we are losing our historic past to ` 


development.” 
The wall fragments were found near the Jehu Cox 
house, an adobe and stone structure built in 1849 and 
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| believed to be the second oldest 


Í pioneer house in Utah. In 1853, a `- 
i fort was built around the Union = 
‘ settlement as a defense against In- | 


 dians. The fort was never attacked, 
i however. i 

| Berge said the fort wall was con- 
‘structed on gravel, sand and clay 
‘footings 4 feet deep. The wall was 


‘6 feet wide at the base and tapered 


‘to 2 feet at the top, which was 12. 

‘feet high. The rectangular fort cov- 

‘ered about 10 acres. hak)? 
Settlers used clay and lime mor- 


‘tar to bind the stones in the wall, - 


‘said Berge. Only the first two lay- 
-ers of cobblestones remain in the 
‘fragments Berge uncovered. 

` As significant as the wall may be, 
‘Berge said he is more impressed 
‘with the Jehu Cox house. “That’s 
‘something that should be pre- 
served,” he said. “It would be a 
‘shame to destroy this evidence of 
‘the past.” 

; Anarchitectural firm under con- 
tract with Salt Lake County is eval- 
uating four options for the Union 
‘Fort site and remaining structures, 
‘including moving them or restor- 
‘ing them in place. The historic site 
‘is located south of the Family Cen- 
ter along Little Cottonwood Creek 


near 7200 S. 1300 East. 

Berge prefers the latter, saying, 
“People adapt and live in the natu- 
Tal environment, and it’s nice to 
see these things in that environ- 
ment. It gives you a sense of what 
they had to do to cope.” 

The County Commission voted 
April 1 to amend the area’s master 
plan to permit commercial devel- 
opment along with a historic park. 


~ However, the plan doesn’t specify 
whether the park will be at the ex- 


isting site or adjacent to it. | 

A representative of Hermes As- 
sociates, which is proposing the ex- 
pansion of the Family Center, last 
month rejected the preservation- 
ists’ assertions that the project 
would destroy the Jehu Cox house. 
An engineering consulting firm 
hired by Hermes reported that the 
structure can be moved safely. 

Commissioners also appointed a 
committee to “search for common 
ground” in the Union Fort debate, 
asking for recommendations with- 
in 30 days. That deadline has since 
been extended so that committee 
members will have access to the ar- 
chitectural report. 

Meanwhile, Madsen said preser- 
vationists have launched a “Save 
the Fort” cam) which in- 
cludes clearing debris from the 
site, planting flowers and crops on 
the land, soliciting funds for the 
fight and operating an information 
network. ’ 


